
Before t h e  Board of Zoning Adjustment, D.C. 

PUBLIC HEARING -- January 18 ,  1967 

Appeal No. 9064 S . Greenhoot F i sche r  , a p p e l l a n t .  

The Zoning Adminis t ra tor  of t h e  Distr ict  of Columbia, appe l l ee .  

On motion du ly  made, seconded and unanimously carried, 
t h e  fo l lowing  O r d e r  w a s  e n t e r e d  a t  t h e  meeting of t h e  Board on 
January 27, 1967. 

ORDERED : 

That  the appea l  f o r  permiss ion t o  e s t a b l i s h  a parking l o t  
f o r  f i v e  (5)  y e a r s  a t  1526 - 15 th  S t r e e t ,  NW., l o t  37, square  
1 9 4 ,  be denied.  

FINDINGS OF FACT: 

(1) The s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  i s  l o c a t e d  i n  an  R-5-B D i s t r i c t .  

( 2 )  The Board made an  i n s p e c t i o n  of t h e  s u b j e c t  p rope r ty  
on January  17,  1967 and found t h e  l o t  improved wi th  a vacant  
t h ree - s to ry  b r i c k  b u i l d i n g  wi th  a s t o r e  f r o n t  on t h e  15 th  S t r e e t  
ground f l o o r .  It i s  a c o r n e r  l o t .  The p rope r ty  w a s  i n  ve ry  
bad c o n d i t i o n  and vandal ized.  

(3) The s u b j e c t  l o t  h a s  a f r o n t a g e  of 23.75 f e e t  on 15 th  
S t r e e t  and a depth  of 100 f e e t ,  comprising 2,375 square  f e e t .  

(4 )  I t  i s  proposed t o  r a z e  t h e  b u i l d i n g  now occupying t h e  
l o t  and c o n s t r u c t  a park ing  l o t  t o  serve approximately f i v e  (5)  
automobiles.  

(5) The Department of Highways and T r a f f i c  o f f e r s  no 
o b j e c t i o n  t o  t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appeal .  The Department s t a t e s :  
"This r e q u e s t  h a s  been d i scussed  wi th  t h e  a p p l i c a n t  Mr. Fischer .  
H e  informed u s  t h a t  t h i s  narrow l o t  is  t o  be used p r i m a r i l y  f o r  
p r i v a t e  u s e  on ly  such as persons a t  t h e  nearby church. I n g r e s s  
and e g r e s s  t o  t h e  proposed l o t  w i l l  be from two driveways on 
Church Street. 'I 

(6)  By le t te r  da t ed  January 18,  1967 (BZA E x h i b i t  No. 9) , 
t h e  Redevelopment Land Agency of D.C. through i t s  P r o j e c t  
D i r e c t o r  f o r  t h e  Shaw Urban Renewal Area writes t h e  fo l lowing  
comments t o  t h e  Board. 



"The proper ty  i n  ques t ion  i s  ad jacen t  t o  b u t  
n o t  wi th in  t h e  extreem wester ly  boundary of 
t h e  Shaw School Urban Renewal Area, (P ro jec t  
No. D.C. R-13). During the next  one and one- 
ha l f  t o  two-year per iod ,  d e t a i l e d  surveys 
w i l l  be undertaken and p lans  prepared f o r  t h e  
upgrading and renewal of t h a t  a rea .  Our 
earl iest  s t u d i e s  i n d i c a t e  a low vacancy and 
a high occupancy rate f o r  houseing, and it 
w i l l  be t h e  r e p a i r  of o l d  housing w e  expect 
t o  emphasize i n  t h e  p lan ,  a s  w e l l  a s  t h e  con- 
s t r u c t i o n  of new housing wherever poss ib le .  
About h a l f  the land i n  t h e  a rea  i s  a l ready  
devoted t o  streets, open a r e a s ,  and parking, 
and these uses  w i l l  be s tud ied  c a r e f u l l y  as 
p a r t  of t h e  planning e f f o r t .  

"For p r o p e r t i e s  wi th in  t h e  urban renewal area, 
we  would hope t h a t  important changes i n  land 
use would be made with r e fe rence  t o  p lans  as 
they are formulated. For p r o p e r t i e s  a d j a c e n t  
t o  the.  urban renewal a r e a ,  w e  would hope t h a t  
cons idera t ion  be given t o  those  plans." 

(7 )  The Church S t r e e t  Community Club and t h e  Midway Civic  
Associat ion,  Inc.  oppbse t h e  g r a n t i n g  of t h i s  appeal.  The f i l e  
con ta ins  p e t i t i o n s  wi th  85 s igna tu res  expressing oppos i t ion  t o  
the  appeal .  There w a s  opposi t ion r e g i s t e r e d  a t  the  pub l i c  
hearing.  

OPINION : 
W e  a r e  of t h e  opinion t h a t  t h e  es tabl i shment ,of  a commercial 

parking l o t ,  even though small, i n  a r e s i d e n t i a l  d i s t r i c t  may have 
an adverse a f f e c t  upon nearby and adjo in ing  property.  W e  do n o t  
th ink  t h a t  a parking l o t  i s  t h e  most d e s i r e a b l e  use  f o r  residen-  
t i a l l y  zoned property,  even when an except ion t o  t h e  Zoning Regu- 
l a t i o n s  permits  such use.  The Board w i l l  no t  encourage t h e  re- 
placement of r e s i d e n t i a l  s t r u c t u r e s  with commercial parking l o t s  
which may be f o r  t h e  s o l e  b e n e f i t  of t h e  proper ty  owner. I n  our  
view, approval of t h i s  type of parking l o t  would be cont rary  t o  t h e  
purpose and i n t e n t  of t h e  Zoning Regulations.  

BY ORDER OF THE D.C. BOARD OF ZONING ADJUSTMENT 
ATTESTED : ? 

/.:- 
ESS, Secre tary  of t h e  Board 


